
Washington Civil Rules and Washington Civil Rules of Limited Jurisdiction 
 

 
                          RPC RULE 1.2 
  SCOPE OF REPRESENTATION AND ALLOCATION OF AUTHORITY BETWEEN CLIENT 
                           AND LAWYER 
 
 
  (a) Subject to paragraphs (c) and (d), a lawyer shall abide by a 
client's decisions concerning the objectives of representation and, 
as required by Rule 1.4, shall consult with the client as to the 
means by which they are to be pursued. A lawyer may take such action 
on behalf of the client as is impliedly authorized to carry out the 
representation. A lawyer shall abide by a client's decision whether 
to settle a matter. In a criminal case, the lawyer shall abide by the 
client's decision, after consultation with the lawyer, as to a plea 
to be entered, whether to waive jury trial and whether the client 
will testify. 
 
  (b) A lawyer's representation of a client, including representation 
by appointment, does not constitute an endorsement of the client's 
political, economic, social or moral views or activities. 
 
  (c) A lawyer may limit the scope of the representation if the 
limitation is reasonable under the circumstances and the client gives 
informed consent. 
 
  (d) A lawyer shall not counsel a client to engage, or assist a 
client, in conduct that the lawyer knows is criminal or fraudulent, 
but a lawyer may discuss the legal consequences of any proposed 
course of conduct with a client and may counsel or assist a client to 
make a good faith effort to determine the validity, scope, meaning or 
application of the law. 
 
Comment 
 
Allocation of Authority between Client and Lawyer 
 
  [1] Paragraph (a) confers upon the client the ultimate authority 
to determine the purposes to be served by legal representation, 
within the limits imposed by law and the lawyer's professional 
obligations. The decisions specified in paragraph (a), such as 
whether to settle a civil matter, must also be made by the client. 
See Rule 1.4(a)(1) for the lawyer's duty to communicate with the 
client about such decisions. With respect to the means by which the 
client's objectives are to be pursued, the lawyer shall consult with 
the client as required by Rule 1.4(a)(2) and may take such action as 
is impliedly authorized to carry out the representation. 
 
  [2] On occasion, however, a lawyer and a client may disagree about 
the means to be used to accomplish the client's objectives. Clients 
normally defer to the special knowledge and skill of their lawyer 
with respect to the means to be used to accomplish their objectives, 
particularly with respect to technical, legal and tactical matters. 
Conversely, lawyers usually defer to the client regarding such 
questions as the expense to be incurred and concern for third persons 
who might be adversely affected. Because of the varied nature of the 



matters about which a lawyer and client might disagree and because 
the actions in question may implicate the interests of a tribunal or 
other persons, this Rule does not prescribe how such disagreements 
are to be resolved. Other law, however, may be applicable and should 
be consulted by the lawyer. The lawyer should also consult with the 
client and seek a mutually acceptable resolution of the disagreement. 
If such efforts are unavailing and the lawyer has a fundamental 
disagreement with the client, the lawyer may withdraw from the 
representation. See Rule 1.16(b)(4). Conversely, the client may 
resolve the disagreement by discharging the lawyer. See Rule 
1.16(a)(3). 
 
  [3] At the outset of a representation, the client may authorize 
the lawyer to take specific action on the client's behalf without 
further consultation. Absent a material change in circumstances and 
subject to Rule 1.4, a lawyer may rely on such an advance 
authorization. The client may, however, revoke such authority at any 
time. 
 
  [4] In a case in which the client appears to be suffering 
diminished capacity, the lawyer's duty to abide by the client's 
decisions is to be guided by reference to Rule 1.14. 
 
Independence from Client's Views or Activities 
 
  [5] Legal representation should not be denied to people who are 
unable to afford legal services, or whose cause is controversial or 
the subject of popular disapproval. By the same token, representing a 
client does not constitute approval of the client's views or 
activities. 
 
Agreements Limiting Scope of Representation 
 
  [6] The scope of services to be provided by a lawyer may be 
limited by agreement with the client or by the terms under which the 
lawyer's services are made available to the client. When a lawyer has 
been retained by an insurer to represent an insured, for example, the 
representation may be limited to matters related to the insurance 
coverage. A limited representation may be appropriate because the 
client has limited objectives for the representation. In addition, 
the terms upon which representation is undertaken may exclude 
specific means that might otherwise be used to accomplish the 
client's objectives. Such limitations may exclude actions that the 
client thinks are too costly or that the lawyer regards as repugnant 
or imprudent. 
 
  [7] Although this Rule affords the lawyer and client substantial 
latitude to limit the representation, the limitation must be 
reasonable under the circumstances. If, for example, a client's 
objective is limited to securing general information about the law 
the client needs in order to handle a common and typically 
uncomplicated legal problem, the lawyer and client may agree that the 
lawyer's services will be limited to a brief telephone consultation. 
Such a limitation, however, would not be reasonable if the time 
allotted was not sufficient to yield advice upon which the client 
could rely. Although an agreement for a limited representation does 
not exempt a lawyer from the duty to provide competent 



representation, the limitation is a factor to be considered when 
determining the legal knowledge, skill, thoroughness and preparation 
reasonably necessary for the representation. See Rule 1.1. 
 
  [8] All agreements concerning a lawyer's representation of a 
client must accord with the Rules of Professional Conduct and other 
law. See, e.g., Rules 1.1, 1.8 and 5.6. 
 
  See also Washington Comment [14]. 
 
Criminal, Fraudulent and Prohibited Transactions 
 
  [9] Paragraph (d) prohibits a lawyer from knowingly counseling or 
assisting a client to commit a crime or fraud. This prohibition, 
however, does not preclude the lawyer from giving an honest opinion 
about the actual consequences that appear likely to result from a 
client's conduct. Nor does the fact that a client uses advice in a 
course of action that is criminal or fraudulent of itself make a 
lawyer a party to the course of action. There is a critical 
distinction between presenting an analysis of legal aspects of 
questionable conduct and recommending the means by which a crime or 
fraud might be committed with impunity. 
 
  [10] When the client's course of action has already begun and is 
continuing, the lawyer's responsibility is especially delicate. The 
lawyer is required to avoid assisting the client, for example, by 
drafting or delivering documents that the lawyer knows are fraudulent 
or by suggesting how the wrongdoing might be concealed. A lawyer may 
not continue assisting a client in conduct that the lawyer originally 
supposed was legally proper but then discovers is criminal or 
fraudulent. The lawyer must, therefore, withdraw from the 
representation of the client in the matter. See Rule 1.16(a). In some 
cases, withdrawal alone might be insufficient. It may be necessary 
for the lawyer to give notice of the fact of withdrawal and to 
disaffirm any opinion, document, affirmation or the like. See Rule 4.1. 
 
  [11] Where the client is a fiduciary, the lawyer may be charged 
with special obligations in dealings with a beneficiary. 
 
  [12] Paragraph (d) applies whether or not the defrauded party is a 
party to the transaction. Hence, a lawyer must not participate in a 
transaction to effectuate criminal or fraudulent avoidance of tax 
liability. Paragraph (d) does not preclude undertaking a criminal 
defense incident to a general retainer for legal services to a lawful 
enterprise. The last clause of paragraph (d) recognizes that 
determining the validity or interpretation of a statute or regulation 
may require a course of action involving disobedience of the statute 
or regulation or of the interpretation placed upon it by governmental 
authorities. 
 
  [13] If a lawyer comes to know or reasonably should know that a 
client expects assistance not permitted by the Rules of Professional 
Conduct or other law or if the lawyer intends to act contrary to the 
client's instructions, the lawyer must consult with the client 
regarding the limitations on the lawyer's conduct. See Rule 1.4(a)(5). 
 
Additional Washington Comment (14) 



 
Agreements Limiting Scope of Representation 
 
  [14] An agreement limiting the scope of a representation shall 
consider the applicability of Rule 4.2 to the representation. (The 
provisions of this Comment were taken from former Washington RPC 
1.2(c).) See also Comment [11] to Rule 4.2 for specific 
considerations pertaining to contact with an otherwise represented 
person to whom limited representation is being or has been provided. 
 
 
[Amended effective September 1, 2006.] 
 
 
                             RPC RULE 4.2 
            COMMUNICATION WITH PERSON REPRESENTED BY COUNSEL 
 
 
  In representing a client, a lawyer shall not communicate about the 
subject of the representation with a person the lawyer knows to be 
represented by another lawyer in the matter, unless the lawyer has the 
consent of the other lawyer or is authorized to do so by law or a 
court order. 
 
Comment 
 
  [1] This Rule contributes to the proper functioning of the legal 
system by protecting a person who has chosen to be represented by a 
lawyer in a matter against possible overreaching by other lawyers who 
are participating in the matter, interference by those lawyers with 
the client-lawyer relationship and the uncounselled disclosure of 
information relating to the representation. 
 
  [2] This Rule applies to communications with any person who is 
represented by counsel concerning the matter to which the 
communication relates. 
 
  [3] The Rule applies even though the represented person initiates or 
consents to the communication. A lawyer must immediately terminate 
communication with a person if, after commencing communication, the 
lawyer learns that the person is one with whom communication is not 
permitted by this Rule. 
 
  [4] This Rule does not prohibit communication with a represented 
person, or an employee or agent of such a person, concerning matters 
outside the representation. For example, the existence of a 
controversy between a government agency and a private party, or 
between two organizations, does not prohibit a lawyer for either from 
communicating with nonlawyer representatives of the other regarding a 
separate matter. Nor does this Rule preclude communication with a 
represented person who is seeking advice from a lawyer who is not 
otherwise representing a client in the matter. A lawyer may not make a 
communication prohibited by this Rule through the acts of another. See 
Rule 8.4(a). Parties to a matter may communicate directly with each 
other, and a lawyer is not prohibited from advising a client 
concerning a communication that the client is legally entitled to 
make. Also, a lawyer having independent justification or legal 



authorization for communicating with a represented person is permitted 
to do so. 
 
  [5] Communications authorized by law may include communications by a 
lawyer on behalf of a client who is exercising a constitutional or 
other legal right to communicate with the government. Communications 
authorized by law may also include investigative activities of lawyers 
representing governmental entities, directly or through investigative 
agents, prior to the commencement of criminal or civil enforcement 
proceedings. When communicating with the accused in a criminal matter, 
a government lawyer must comply with this Rule in addition to honoring 
the constitutional rights of the accused. The fact that a 
communication does not violate a state or federal constitutional right 
is insufficient to establish that the communication is permissible 
under this Rule. 
 
  [6] A lawyer who is uncertain whether a communication with a 
represented person is permissible may seek a court order. A lawyer may 
also seek a court order in exceptional circumstances to authorize a 
communication that would otherwise be prohibited by this Rule, for 
example, where communication with a person represented by counsel is 
necessary to avoid reasonably certain injury. 
 
  [7] [Washington revision] In the case of a represented organization, 
this Rule prohibits communications with a constituent of the 
organization who supervises, directs or regularly consults with the 
organization's lawyer concerning the matter or has authority to 
obligate the organization with respect to the matter. Consent of the 
organization's lawyer is not required for communication with a former 
constituent. If a constituent of the organization is represented in 
the matter by his or her own counsel, the consent by that counsel to a 
communication will be sufficient for purposes of this Rule. In 
communicating with a current or former constituent of an organization, 
a lawyer must not use methods of obtaining evidence that violate the 
legal rights of the organization. See Rule 4.4. 
 
  [8] The prohibition on communication with a represented person only 
applies in circumstances where the lawyer knows that the person is in 
fact represented in the matter to be discussed. This means that the 
lawyer has actual knowledge of the fact of the representation; but 
such actual knowledge may be inferred from the circumstances. See Rule 
1.0(f). Thus, the lawyer cannot evade the requirement of obtaining the 
consent of counsel by closing eyes to the obvious. 
 
  [9] In the event the person with whom the lawyer communicates is not 
known to be represented by counsel in the matter, the lawyer's 
communications are subject to Rule 4.3. 
 
Additional Washington Comments (10 - 11) 
 
  [10] Comment [7] to Model Rule 4.2 was revised to conform to 
Washington law. The phrase "or whose act or omission in connection 
with the matter may be imputed to the organization for purposes of 
civil or criminal liability" and the reference to Model Rule 3.4(f) 
was deleted. Whether and how lawyers may communicate with employees of 
an adverse party is governed by Wright v. Group Health Hospital, 103 
Wn.2d 192, 691 P.2d 564 (1984). See also Washington Comment [5] to 



Rule 3.4. 
 
  [11] An otherwise unrepresented person to whom limited 
representation is being provided or has been provided in accordance 
with Rule 1.2(c) is considered to be unrepresented for purposes of 
this Rule unless the opposing lawyer knows of, or has been provided 
with, a written notice of appearance under which, or a written notice 
of time period during which, he or she is to communicate only with the 
limited representation lawyer as to the subject matter within the 
limited scope of the representation. (The provisions of this Comment 
were taken from former Washington RPC 4.2(b)). 
 
 
[Amended effective September 1, 2006.] 
 
  
                          RPC RULE 4.3 
                 DEALING WITH UNREPRESENTED PERSON 
 
 
  In dealing on behalf of a client with a person who is not 
represented by counsel, a lawyer shall not state or imply that the 
lawyer is disinterested.  When the lawyer knows or reasonably should 
know that the unrepresented person misunderstands the lawyer's role in 
the matter, the lawyer shall make reasonable efforts to correct the 
misunderstanding. The lawyer shall not give legal advice to an 
unrepresented person, other than the advice to secure counsel, if the 
lawyer knows or reasonably should know that the interests of such a 
person are or have a reasonable possibility of being in conflict with 
the interests of the client. 
 
Comment 
 
  [1] An unrepresented person, particularly one not experienced in 
dealing with legal matters, might assume that a lawyer is 
disinterested in loyalties or is a disinterested authority on the law 
even when the lawyer represents a client. In order to avoid a 
misunderstanding, a lawyer will typically need to identify the 
lawyer's client and, where necessary, explain that the client has 
interests opposed to those of the unrepresented person. For 
misunderstandings that sometimes arise when a lawyer for an 
organization deals with an unrepresented constituent, see Rule 1.13(f). 
 
  [2] The Rule distinguishes between situations involving 
unrepresented persons whose interests may be adverse to those of the 
lawyer's client and those in which the person's interests are not in 
conflict with the client's. In the former situation, the possibility 
that the lawyer will compromise the unrepresented person's interests 
is so great that the Rule prohibits the giving of any advice, apart 
from the advice to obtain counsel. Whether a lawyer is giving 
impermissible advice may depend on the experience and sophistication 
of the unrepresented person, as well as the setting in which the 
behavior and comments occur. This Rule does not prohibit a lawyer from 
negotiating the terms of a transaction or settling a dispute with an 
unrepresented person. So long as the lawyer has explained that the 
lawyer represents an adverse party and is not representing the person, 
the lawyer may inform the person of the terms on which the lawyer's 



client will enter into an agreement or settle a matter, prepare 
documents that require the person's signature and explain the lawyer's 
own view of the meaning of the document or the lawyer's view of the 
underlying legal obligations. 
 
Additional Washington Comments (3 - 4) 
 
  [3] An otherwise unrepresented person to whom limited representation 
is being provided or has been provided in accordance with Rule 1.2(c) 
is considered to be unrepresented for purposes of this Rule unless the 
opposing lawyer knows of, or has been provided with, a written notice 
of appearance under which, or a written notice of time period during 
which, he or she is to communicate only with the limited 
representation lawyer as to the subject matter within the limited 
scope of the representation. (The provisions of this Comment were 
taken from former Washington RPC 4.3(b)). 
 
  [4] Government lawyers are frequently called upon by unrepresented 
persons, and in some instances by the courts, to provide general 
information on laws and procedures relating to claims against the 
government. The provision of such general information by government 
lawyers is not a violation of this Rule. 
 
 
[Amended effective September 1, 2006.] 
 
                            
 
                              RPC RULE 6.5 
        NONPROFIT AND COURT-ANNEXED LIMITED LEGAL SERVICE PROGRAMS 
 
 
   (a) A lawyer who, under the auspices of a program sponsored by a 
nonprofit organization or court, provides short-term limited legal 
services to a client without expectation by either the lawyer or the 
client that the lawyer will provide continuing representation in the 
matter and without expectation that the lawyer will receive a fee from 
the client for the services provided: 
 
   (1) is subject to Rules 1.7, 1.9(a), and 1.18(c) only if the lawyer 
knows that the representation of the client involves a conflict of 
interest, except that those Rules shall not prohibit a lawyer from 
providing limited legal services sufficient only to determine 
eligibility 
of the client for assistance by the program and to make an appropriate 
referral of the client to another program; 
 
   (2) is subject to Rule 1.10 only if the lawyer knows that another 
lawyer associated with the lawyer in a law firm is disqualified by Rule 
1.7 or 1.9(a) with respect to the matter; and 
 
   (3) notwithstanding paragraphs (1) and (2), is not subject to 
Rules 1.7, 1.9(a), 1.10, or 1.18(c) in providing limited legal services 
to a client if: 
 
   (i) the program lawyers representing the opposing clients are 



screened by effective means from information relating to the 
representation of the opposing client; 
 
   (ii) each client is notified of the conflict and the screening 
mechanism used to prohibit dissemination of information relating to the 
representation; and 
 
   (iii) the program is able to demonstrate by convincing evidence that 
no material information relating to the representation of the opposing 
client was transmitted by the personally disqualified lawyers to the 
lawyer representing the conflicting client before implementation of the 
screening mechanism and notice to the opposing client. 
 
   (b) Except as provided in paragraph (a)(2), Rule 1.10 is 
inapplicable to a representation governed by this Rule. 
 
Comment 
 
   [1] [Washington revision] Legal services organizations, courts and 
various nonprofit organizations have established programs through which 
lawyers provide short-term limited legal services ? such as advice or 
the completion of legal forms ? that will assist persons to address 
their legal problems without further representation by a lawyer. In 
these programs, such as legal-advice hotlines, advice-only clinics or 
pro se counseling programs, a client-lawyer relationship is 
established, but there is no expectation that the lawyer's 
representation of the client will continue beyond the limited 
consultation. Such programs are normally operated under 
circumstances in which it is not feasible for a lawyer to 
systematically screen for conflicts of interest as is generally 
required before undertaking a representation. See, e.g., Rules 1.7, 
1.9, 1.10, and 1.18. 
 
   [2] A lawyer who provides short-term limited legal services pursuant 
to this Rule must secure the client's informed consent to the limited 
scope of the representation. See Rule 1.2(c). If a short-term limited 
representation would not be reasonable under the circumstances, the 
lawyer may offer advice to the client but must also advise the client 
of the need for further assistance of counsel. Except as provided in 
this Rule, the Rules of Professional Conduct, including Rules 1.6 and 
1.9(c), are applicable to the limited representation. 
 
   [3] [Washington revision] Because a lawyer who is representing a 
client in the circumstances addressed by this Rule ordinarily is not 
able to check systematically for conflicts of interest, paragraph (a) 
requires compliance with Rules 1.7 or 1.9(a), or 1.18(c) only if the 
lawyer knows that the representation presents a conflict of interest 
for the lawyer, and with Rule 1.10 only if the lawyer knows that 
another lawyer in the lawyer's firm is disqualified by Rules 1.7 or 
1.9(a) in the matter. 
 
   [4] Because the limited nature of the services significantly reduces 
the risk of conflicts of interest with other matters being handled by 
the lawyer's firm, paragraph (b) provides that Rule 1.10 is 
inapplicable to a representation governed by this Rule except as 
provided by paragraph 
 



(a)(2). Paragraph (a)(2) requires the participating lawyer to comply 
with Rule 1.10 when the lawyer knows that the lawyer's firm is 
disqualified by Rules 1.7 or 1.9(a). By virtue of paragraph (b), 
however, a lawyer's participation in a short-term limited legal 
services program will not preclude the lawyer's firm from undertaking 
or continuing the representation of a client with interests adverse to 
a client being represented under the program's auspices. Nor will the 
personal disqualification of a lawyer participating in the program be 
imputed to other lawyers participating in the program. 
 
   [5] If, after commencing a short-term limited representation in 
accordance with this Rule, a lawyer undertakes to represent the client 
in the matter on an ongoing basis, Rules 1.7, 1.9(a) and 1.10 become 
applicable. 
 
Additional Washington Comments (6 - 7) 
 
   [6] Washington's version of this Rule differs from the Model Rule. 
The differences accommodate the unique civil legal services delivery 
system, which uses a statewide centralized telephone intake and 
referral system for low-income persons to access free civil legal 
services. The Rule recognizes that lawyers who provide intake and 
referral services such as these will necessarily at times receive 
confidential information from adverse parties. 
The risk that such information will be used against the material 
interests of either party is relatively low in comparison to the need 
for services, and when such a risk exists, protections of lawyer 
screening and notice to the client are required by the Rule. 
 
   [7] Paragraph (a)(3) was taken from former Washington RPC 6.5(a)(3) 
as enacted in 2002. The replacement of "confidences and secrets" in 
paragraph 
(a)(3) with "information relating to the representation" was necessary 
to conform the language of the Rule to a terminology change in Rule 
1.6. No substantive change is intended. See Comment [19] to Rule 1.6. 
 
 
[Adopted effective September 1, 2006.] 
 
 
                           RULE CR 4.2 
                PROCESS – LIMITED REPRESENTATION 
 
 
  (a)  An attorney may undertake to provide limited representation 
     in accordance with RPC 1.2 to a person involved in a court 
     proceeding. 
 
  (b)  Providing limited representation of a person under these 
     rules shall not constitute an entry of appearance by the attorney 
     for purposes of CR 5(b) and does not authorize or require the 
     service or delivery of pleadings, papers or other documents upon 
     the attorney under CR 5(b).  Representation of the person by the 
     attorney at any proceeding before a judge, magistrate, or other 
     judicial officer on behalf of the person constitutes an entry of 
     appearance pursuant to RCW 4.28.210 and CR 4(a)(3), except to the 
     extent that a limited notice of appearance as provided for under 



     CR 70.1 is filed and served prior to or simultaneous with the 
     actual appearance.  The attorney’s violation of this Rule may 
     subject the attorney to the sanctions provided in CR 11(a). 
 
 
[Effective October 29, 2002] 
  
        RULE CRLJ 4.2 
                PROCESS – LIMITED REPRESENTATION 
 
 
  (a)  An attorney may undertake to provide limited representation 
     in accordance with RPC 1.2 to a person involved in a court 
     proceeding. 
 
  (b)  Providing limited representation of a person under these 
     rules shall not constitute an entry of appearance by the attorney 
     for purposes of CR 5(b) and does not authorize or require the 
     service or delivery of pleadings, papers or other documents upon 
     the attorney under CRLJ 5(b).  Representation of the person by 
     the attorney at any proceeding before a judge, magistrate, or 
     other judicial officer on behalf of the person constitutes an 
     entry of appearance pursuant to RCW 4.28.210 and CRLJ 4(a)(3), 
     except to the extent that a limited notice of appearance as 
     provided for under CRLJ 70.1 is filed and served prior to or 
     simultaneous with the actual appearance.  The attorney’s 
     violation of this Rule may subject the attorney to the sanctions 
     provided in CRLJ 11(a). 
 
 
[Effective October 29, 2002] 
 
  
 
                           RULE CR 11 
            SIGNING OF PLEADINGS, MOTIONS, AND LEGAL 
                      MEMORANDA: SANCTIONS 
 
 
     (a)  Every pleading, motion, and legal memorandum of a party 
represented by an attorney shall be dated and signed by at least 
one attorney of record in the attorney's individual name, whose 
address and Washington State Bar Association membership number 
shall be stated. A party who is not represented by an attorney 
shall sign and date the party's pleading, motion, or legal 
memorandum and state the party's address. Petitions for 
dissolution of marriage, separation, declarations concerning the 
validity of a marriage, custody, and modification of decrees 
issued as a result of any of the foregoing petitions shall be 
verified. Other pleadings need not, but may be, verified or 
accompanied by affidavit. The signature of a party or of an 
attorney constitutes a certificate by the party or attorney that 
the party or attorney has read the pleading, motion, or legal 
memorandum, and that to the best of the party's or attorney's 
knowledge, information, and belief, formed after an inquiry 
reasonable under the circumstances: (1) it is well grounded in 



fact; (2) is warranted by existing law or a good faith argument 
for the extension, modification, or reversal of existing law or 
the establishment of new law; (3) it is not interposed for any 
improper purpose, such as to harass or to cause unnecessary 
delay or needless increase in the cost of litigation; and (4) 
the denials of  factual contentions are warranted on the 
evidence or, if specifically so identified, are reasonably based 
on a lack of information or belief. If a pleading, motion, or 
legal memorandum is not signed, it shall be stricken unless it 
is signed promptly after the omission is called to the attention 
of the pleader or movant. If a pleading, motion, or legal 
memorandum is signed in violation of this rule, the court, upon 
motion or upon its own initiative, may impose upon the person 
who signed it, a represented party, or both, an appropriate 
sanction, which may include an order to pay to the other party 
or parties the amount of the reasonable expenses incurred 
because of the filing of the pleading, motion, or legal 
memorandum, including a reasonable attorney fee. 
 
     (b)  In helping to draft a pleading, motion or document filed by 
the otherwise self-represented person, the attorney certifies 
that the attorney has read the pleading, motion, or legal 
memorandum, and that to the best of the attorney's knowledge, 
information, and belief, formed after an inquiry reasonable 
under the circumstances: (1) it is well grounded in fact, (2) it 
is warranted by existing law or a good faith argument for the 
extension, modification, or reversal of existing law or the 
establishment of new law, (3) it is not interposed for any 
improper purpose, such as to harass or to cause unnecessary 
delay or needless increase in the cost of litigation, and (4) 
the denials of factual contentions are warranted on the evidence 
or, if specifically so identified, are reasonably based on a 
lack of information or belief.  The attorney in providing such 
drafting assistance may rely on the otherwise self-represented 
person's representation of facts, unless the attorney has reason 
to believe that such representations are false or materially 
insufficient, in which instance the attorney shall make an 
independent reasonable inquiry into the facts. 
 
 
[Amended effective January 1, 1974; September 1, 1985; September 1, 
1990; 
September 17, 1993; October 15, 2002; September 1, 2005.] 
 
 
      RULE CRLJ 11 
           SIGNING AND DRAFTING OF PLEADINGS, MOTIONS, 
                 AND LEGAL MEMORANDA: SANCTIONS 
 
 
  (a)  Every pleading, motion, and legal memorandum of a party 
represented by an attorney shall be dated and signed by at least 
one attorney of record in the attorney's individual name, whose 
address and Washington State Bar Association membership number 
shall be stated. A party who is not represented by an attorney 
shall sign and date the party's pleading, motion, or legal 
memorandum and state the party's address. Pleadings need not, but 



may be, verified or accompanied by affidavit. The signature of a 
party or of an attorney constitutes a certificate by the party or 
attorney that the party or attorney has read the pleading, 
motion, or legal memorandum, and that to the best of the party's 
or attorney's knowledge, information, and belief, formed after an 
inquiry reasonable under the circumstances; (1) it is well 
grounded in fact; (2) is warranted by existing law or a good 
faith argument for the extension, modification, or reversal of 
existing law or the establishment of new law, (3) it is not 
interposed for any improper purpose, such as to harass or to 
cause unnecessary delay or needless increase in the cost of 
litigation; and (4) the denials of factual contentions are 
warranted on the evidence or, if specifically so identified, are 
reasonably based on a lack of information or belief. If a 
pleading, motion, or legal memorandum is not signed shall be 
stricken unless it is signed promptly after the omission is 
called to the attention of the pleader or movant. If a pleading, 
motion, or legal memorandum is signed in violation of this rule, 
the court upon motion or upon its own initiative may impose upon 
the person who signed it, a represented party, or both, an 
appropriate sanction, which may include an order to pay to the 
other party or parties the amount of the reasonable expenses 
incurred because of the filing of the pleading, motion, or legal 
memorandum, including a reasonable attorney fee. 
 
(b)  In helping to draft a pleading, motion or document filed by 
the otherwise self-represented person, the attorney certifies 
that the attorney has read the pleading , motion, or legal 
memorandum, and that to the best of the attorney's knowledge, 
information, and belief, formed after an inquiry reasonable under 
the circumstances: (1) it is well grounded in fact, (2) it is 
warranted by existing law or a good faith argument for the 
extension, modification, or reversal of existing law or the 
establishment of new law, (3) it is not interposed for any 
improper purpose, such as to harass or to cause unnecessary delay 
or needless increase in the cost of litigation, and (4) the 
denials of factual contentions are warranted on the evidence or, 
if specifically so identified, are reasonably based on a lack of 
information or belief.  The attorney in providing such drafting 
assistance may rely on the otherwise self-represented person's 
representation of facts, unless the attorney has reason to 
believe that such representations are false or materially 
insufficient, in which instance the attorney shall make an 
independent reasonable inquiry into the facts. 
 
 
[Amended effective September 1, 1990; September 1, 1994; 
October 15, 2002; September 1, 2005.] 
 
 
          CR 70.1 
                     APPEARANCE BY ATTORNEY 
 
 
(a)  Notice of Appearance. An attorney admitted to practice in 
this state may appear for a party by serving a notice of 
appearance. 



 
(b)  Notice of Limited Appearance. If specifically so stated in a 
notice of limited appearance filed and served prior to or 
simultaneous with the proceeding, an attorney’s role may be 
limited to one or more individual proceedings in the action. 
Service on an attorney who has made a limited appearance for a 
party shall be valid (to the extent permitted by statute and rule 
5(b)) only in connection with the specific proceedings for which 
the attorney has appeared, including any hearing or trial at 
which the attorney appeared and any subsequent motions for 
presentation of orders. At the conclusion of such proceedings the 
attorney’s role terminates without the necessity of leave of 
court, upon the attorney filing notice of completion of limited 
appearance which notice shall include the client information 
required by rule 71(c)(1). 
 
 
[Effective October 29, 2002.] 
 
 
RULE CRLJ 70.1 
                     APPEARANCE BY ATTORNEY 
 
 
  (a)  Notice of Appearance.  An attorney admitted to practice in 
this state may appear for a party by serving a notice of appearance. 
 
(b)  Notice of Limited Appearance.  If specifically so stated in 
a notice of limited appearance filed and served prior to or 
simultaneous with the proceeding, an attorney's role may be 
limited to one or more individual proceedings in the action. 
Service on an attorney who has made a limited appearance for a 
party shall be valid (to the extent permitted by statute and rule 
5(b)) only in connection with the specific proceedings for which 
the attorney has appeared, including any hearing or trial at 
which the attorney appeared and any subsequent motions for 
presentation of orders.  At the conclusion of such proceedings 
the attorney's role terminates without the necessity of leave of 
court, upon the attorney filing notice of completion of limited 
appearance which notice shall include the client information 
required by Rule 71(c)(1). 
  
 
 


